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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-40 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2. Applicant's representative [hereinafter applicant] arguments "The Examiner's 
rejection is mainly based on Alperovich and Bedingfield. However, none of the 
references discloses the claimed limitation of maintaining/updating a blocking list let 
alone that a blocking list can be maintained during a message delivery attempt. The 
Examiner failed to identify any disclosure in Alperovich that shows that during a 
message delivery or message delivery attempt, a recipient can respond with a 
command that automatically adds an anonymous sender to a blocking list as defined in 
the present claims.", because "Alperovich merely discloses a separate update 
procedure for maintaining a blocking list"; it is noted that what applicant suggest that is 
missing from the reference have a different scope that from what applicant suggest that 
the examiner failed to identify, and ultimately different from what is required from the 
claim. Alperovich discloses the claimed limitation of maintaining a blocking list and a 
blocking list can be maintained during a message delivery attempt [note that the 
rejection list is always active, thereby maintained]. Since, the claims were amended a 
new reference was added to show the new limitations. Please see below for more 
information. 
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3. The claim requires to, a person skilled in the art would take the selective 
recipient system of Alperovich and modify it to work with anonymous user for the simple 
purpose of compatibility with existing standards which permit the anonymous user. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 



5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
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under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claims 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Alperovich US006101393A in view of Bedingfield 200201 10227, further in view of 
Lazaridis 20040157590. 

As to claims 39-40, Alperovich discloses a method/system for managing the 
blocking of undesirable messages in a mobile radio system (see col. 1, lines 7-10), the 
method comprising: receiving a message from a sender at a service provider (see col. 
3, lines 37-45); transmitting the message and a identification signal from the service 
provider to a recipient serviced by the service provider, the identification signal 
comprising an alias [alternative] name for the sender (see col. 3, lines 50-66; col. 6, 
lines 15-20), and receiving a request from the recipient to add the sender to a list of 
exclusions, wherein the request comprises at least the identification signal; and based 
at least on the identification signal , adding the sender to the list of exclusion (see col. 5, 
lines 51-66). Alperovich discloses that other alternatives names can be used (see col. 6, 
lines 15-20); however it is unclear if with the use of those alternative names the user 
can still identify the sender. In an analogous art Bedingfield discloses wherein the 
service provider transmits the message anonymously to the recipient and receives 
notification if the recipient wants to have the sender of the message put on a list of 
exclusions wherein the identification signal is usable by the service provider but not the 
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recipient for identifying the anonymous user [envelope information which can be used 
for reply] (see par 0062-0067). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of the ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to combine these teachings to properly route and 
treat all messages according to their respective setting, thereby blocking undesirable 
message while keeping the anonymity of the sender (par. 0007). Bedingfield discloses 
doing some actions in response to a receipt of the message and identification (see par. 
0067), but not disclose receiving a request from the recipient in response. In an 
analogous art, Lazaris discloses receiving a request from the recipient in response to a 
receipt of the message and identification (see par. 0055). A combination of the 
reference would permit the user to accept or reject "anonymous" messages and 
updating the acceptance and rejection list. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of the ordinary skills in the art at the time of the invention was made to permit the user 
to update the acceptance and rejection list for the simple purpose of easily enabling the 
user to receive messages from desired persons while rejecting undesirable messages. 
8. Claims 23-28, 30-36 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alperovich US0061 01 393A in view of Bedingfield 200201 1 0227 and 
further in view of 3G TS 23.140 V3.0.1 (2000-03) 3rd Generation Partnership Project; 
Technical Specification Group Terminals; Multimedia Messaging Service (MMS); 
Functional description; Stage 2 (Release 1999) and Lazaridis. 

As to claim 23, Alperovich discloses a method for managing blocking undesirable 
messages in a mobile radio system (see col. 1, lines 7-10), the method comprising: 
receiving an anonymous message and identification signal from a sender at a service 
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provider (see col. 3, lines 37-45); and transmitting the message from the service 
provider to a recipient serviced by the service provider (see col. 3, lines 50-66); 
receiving a request from the recipient to the service provider, the re request comprising 
at least the identification signal if the recipient wants to have the sender of the message 
put on a list of exclusions; and adding the sender to the list of exclusion based at least 
on the identification signal (see col. 5, lines 51-66). Alperovich discloses that other 
alternatives names can be used (see col. 6, lines 15-20); however it is unclear if with the 
use of those alternative names the user can still identify the sender. In an analogous art 
Bedingfield discloses wherein the service provider transmits the message and withhold 
the sender address information to the recipient and receives notification if the recipient 
wants to have the sender of the message put on a list of exclusions wherein the 
identification signal is usable by the service provider but not the recipient for identifying 
the anonymous user [envelope information which can be used for reply] (see par 0062- 
0067). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine these teachings to properly route and treat all messages 
according to their respective setting, thereby blocking undesirable message while 
keeping the anonymity of the sender (par. 0007). The prior references fail to disclose 
the message available notification notifying the recipient that the message is ready for 
download by the recipient such that the message is not received by the recipient. In 
another analogous art, 3G TS 23.140 V3.0.1 (2000-03) 3rd Generation Partnership 
Project; Technical Specification Group Terminals; Multimedia Messaging Service 
(MMS); Functional description; Stage 2 (Release 1999) discloses the message 
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available notification notifying the recipient that the message is ready for download by 
the recipient such that the message is not received by the recipient (see sec 7.3). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skills in the art at the time 
of the invention to send a notification message to permit the user decide if he is really 
interested in the message without the need to download the message. Bedingfield 
discloses doing some actions in response to a receipt of the message and identification 
(see par. 0067), but not disclose receiving a request from the recipient in response. In 
an analogous art, Lazaris discloses receiving a request from the recipient in response to 
a receipt of the message and identification (see par. 0055). A combination of the 
reference would permit the user to accept or reject "anonymous" messages and 
updating the acceptance and rejection list. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of the ordinary skills in the art at the time of the invention was made to permit the user 
to update the acceptance and rejection list for the simple purpose of easily enabling the 
user to receive messages from desired persons while rejecting undesirable messages. 

As to claim 24, Alperovich discloses a method for blocking undesirable 
messages in a mobile radio system wherein the list of exclusions is managed by the 
service provider (see col. 5, lines 22-25). 

As to claim 25, Alperovich discloses a method for blocking undesirable 
messages in a mobile radio system wherein the list of exclusions is a personal, 
individual list of exclusions of the recipient (see col. 6, lines 7-9). 

As to claim 26, Alperovich discloses a method for blocking undesirable 
messages in a mobile radio system wherein the list of exclusions is a general list of 
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exclusions that is taken into consideration for at least one of all recipients and groups of 
recipients (see col. 6, lines 7-10). 

As to claim 27, Alperovich discloses a method for blocking undesirable 
messages in a mobile radio system wherein the request sent to the service provider 
includes to the service provider is formed as a self-contained abstract message 
(message that contain the "identification signal" (name of sender); see col. 5, lines 51- 
66). 

As to claim 28, Alperovich discloses a method for blocking undesirable 
messages in a mobile radio system wherein the identification signal sent to the service 
provider is integrated in the abstract message in the information element form (message 
that contain the "identification signal" (name of sender); see col. 5, lines 51-66). 

As to claim 29, Alperovich discloses the method for blocking undesirable 
messages in a mobile radio system wherein the identification signal to the service 
provider is contained in user data of Message (see col. 5, lines 51-66). The first two 
references do not specifically disclose that the message is a Multimedia Message. In an 
analogous art, 3G TS 23.140 V3.0.1 (2000-03) 3rd Generation Partnership Project; 
Technical Specification Group Terminals; Multimedia Messaging Service (MMS); 
Functional description; Stage 2 (Release 1999) discloses sending a Multimedia 
Message to send a notification to the service provider (see sec 7.3). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use a Multimedia Message to send the notification to the service provider in order to be 
compatible with the MMS standard. 
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As to claim 30, Alperovich discloses a method for blocking undesirable 
messages in a mobile radio system wherein the request sent to the service provider 
contains further information for the filter functionality, including at least a type of the list 
of exclusions and time limitations (see col. 5, lines 22-50; col. 6, lines 7-9). 

As to claim 31 , Alperovich discloses a method for managing blocking of 
undesirable messages in a mobile radio system (see col. 1, lines 7-10), the method 
comprising: receiving an message and identification signal from a sender at a service 
provider (see col. 3, lines 37-45); and transmitting the message from the service 
provider to a recipient serviced by the service provider (see col. 3, lines 50-66); 
receiving a request from the recipient to the service provider, the re request comprising 
at least the identification signal if the recipient wants to have the sender of the message 
put on a list of exclusions; and adding the sender to the list of exclusion based at least 
on the identification signal (see col. 5, lines 51-66). Alperovich discloses that other 
alternatives names can be used (see col. 6, lines 15-20); however it is unclear if with the 
use of those alternative names the user can still identify the sender. In an analogous art 
Bedingfield discloses wherein the service provider transmits the message anonymously 
to the recipient and receives notification if the recipient wants to have the sender of the 
message put on a list of exclusions wherein the identification signal is usable by the 
service provider but not the recipient for identifying the anonymous user, wherein the 
identification signal includes a reference to a storage location [envelope information 
which can be used for reply] (see par 0062-0067). Therefore, it would be obvious to one 
of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine these teachings to 
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properly route and treat all messages according to their respective setting, thereby 
blocking undesirable message while keeping the anonymity of the sender (par. 0007). 
The prior references fail to disclose the message available notification notifying the 
recipient that the message is ready for download by the recipient such that the message 
is not received by the recipient. In another analogous art, 3G TS 23.140 V3.0.1 (2000- 
03) 3rd Generation Partnership Project; Technical Specification Group Terminals; 
Multimedia Messaging Service (MMS); Functional description; Stage 2 (Release 1999) 
discloses the message available notification notifying the recipient that the message is 
ready for download by the recipient such that the message is not received by the 
recipient (see sec 7.3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skills in the art at the time of the invention to send a notification message to permit the 
user decide if he is really interested in the message without the need to download the 
message. Bedingfield discloses doing some actions in response to a receipt of the 
message and identification (see par. 0067), but not disclose receiving a request from 
the recipient in response. In an analogous art, Lazaris discloses receiving a request 
from the recipient in response to a receipt of the message and identification (see par. 
0055). A combination of the reference would permit the user to accept or reject 
"anonymous" messages and updating the acceptance and rejection list. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skills in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to permit the user to update the acceptance and rejection list for 
the simple purpose of easily enabling the user to receive messages from desired 
persons while rejecting undesirable messages. 
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Regarding claims 32-36 and 38, they are the corresponding system claims of 
method claims 24-28 and 30. Therefore, claims 32-36 and 38 are rejected for the same 
reasons shown above. 

Regarding claim 37 is the corresponding system claim of method claim 29. 
Therefore, claim 37 is rejected for the same reason shown above. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARCOS L. TORRES whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7926. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 am - 6:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-252-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/George Eng/ /Marcos L Torres/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



